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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to Amendment filed on May 9, 2007. Claims 39, 
47, 55 and 64 have been amended. Claims 39-72 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to new claim limitations " means 

adapted for receiving operating system data representative of operating 
system type ... receiving user input ... of the at least one of the plurality of 
software drivers ... in accordance with received operating system data " 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 39-40, 42-45, 47, 48, 50-53, 55-56, 58-62, 64-65, 67-71 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosen of 
record (US 2003/0048473 A1) in view of Henry et al. (US 6681392, 
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hereinafter Henry) in view of Cantwell (US 6594690 B2) further in view of 
Williams et al. (US 6,671,749 B2 t "Williams"). 

Claim 39 

Rosen teaches a system for network-based uploading (i.e., providing) of 
drivers (i.e., device software) (see at least 414, 412, 410 Fig.4 & associated text; 
printer drivers 414, printer 402 or 404 paragraph [0038]; paragraph [0012]) for 
document processing devices (i.e., network peripheral devices or printers) (see 
at least 402, 404 Fig.4 & associated text) comprising: 

o means adapted for selectively receiving into a memory (see at least 
memory 112 Fig.1 & associated text) integrated with a document 
processing controller, a plurality of alternative software drivers (see at 
least printer driver 114 Fig. 1 & associated text; see 414 FIG.4 & 
associated text) for use with associated workstations (i.e., client 
machines) (see at least computing devices paragraph [0029]) in data 
communication with a document processing device means associated with 
the controller (see at least print engine, processor, storage device, printer 
driver, computing device paragraph [0013]; communication application 
116 Fig. 1 & associated text); 
o user interface generation means including means adapted for generating 
a user interface on the associated workstations (see at least paragraph 
[0021]; steps 302-304 Fig. 3 & associated text), which user interface 
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includes data representative of at least one available software driver 
stored in the memory (see at least 304, 306 Fig. 3 & associated text); 
o input means adapted for receiving user input (see at least 310 Fig. 3 & 
associated text), via the user interface, which user input selectively directs 
loading of the at least one software driver to a storage area on the 
associated workstation (i.e., client machine) (see at least 310, 308 Fig. 3 & 
associated text; paragraphs [0033]-[0034], [0043]); and 
o means adapted for commencing, in accordance with user input, a transfer 
(i.e., downloading) of software from the memory to the storage area, the 
software including the at least one of software drivers to the storage area 
(see at least 312 Fig. 3 & associated text). 
Rosen does not expressly disclose said user interface as a graphical user 
interface and downloading at least one software installation utility associated with 
at least one of the plurality of software drivers to the workstations from the 
document processing device. However, Henry teaches a system and method for 
installing printer drivers in networked computers wherein a graphical user 
interface is generated to identify the available printer driver and to receive user 
input directing the loading of the driver to said computers (see at least Local 
Printer Install Fig. 2 & associated text; Local Computer Fig. 3 & associated text; 
Printer Drivers Fig. 5 & associated text; Install GUI 701 Fig. 7 & associated text; 
802, 803 Fig. 8 & associated text) wherein the user selection of the script install 
option (associated with the selected drivers) (i.e., software installation utility) will 
automatically install the selected drivers to the remote computers (see at least 



Application/Control Number: 09/970,134 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2192 

FIG. 2 & associated text) and means adapted for identifying at least one stored 
executable software installation utility stored in the memory means which 
corresponds to the at least one of the plurality of software drivers corresponding 
to received user input (see at least Local Printer Install Fig. 2 & associated text; 
Local Computer Fig. 3 & associated text; Printer Drivers Fig. 5 & associated text; 
Install GUI 701 Fig.7 & associated text; 802, 803 Fig. 8 & associated text; FIG.2 & 
associated text; col.4:56-col.65:6). Rosen and Henry are analogous art because 
they are directed to installation of printer drivers on networked computers. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teaching of Henry into that of Rosen for the inclusion 
of a graphical user interface and downloading the installation utility to the 
workstation so as to install the at least one software driver thereon. And the 
motivation for doing so would have been to control the installation of printer 
drivers on remote computers from a local computer (see at least Henry col. 2:30- 
67). 



The combined teaching of Rosen and Henry does not expressly the GUI 
including a list[ing] of said each of the plurality of software drivers, perse. 
However, Cantwell discloses a system and method for installing drivers in 
network computers (see at least Abstract; FIG.1 & associated text; FIG.2 & 
associated text) wherein the user interface includes a list of each of the available 
drivers (see at least list of drivers col.1 :34-44). Rosen, Henry and Cantwell are 
analogous art because they are directed to installing drivers for networked 
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computers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cantwell into 
that of Rosen and Henry for the inclusion of a list of available drivers. And the 
motivation for doing so would have been to allow newly connected networked 
computers to install more than one printer driver thus enable immediate printing 
to more than one printers (i.e., document processing controllers) via the network 
(see at least Rosen paragraph [0042]). 

The combined teaching of Rosen, Henry and Cantwell does not expressly 
disclose "means adapted for receiving operating system data representative of 
an operating system type" and "said software drivers ... are in accordance with 
the received operating system data". However, Williams discloses a method for 
installing peripheral drivers using a driver profile, which comprises the operating 
system version number that are compatible with the drivers (see at least 
Abstract; 146, 148 FIG. 2 & associated text) and installing the driver that is in 
accordance with the identified operating system version/language (see at least 
col. 3:9-13; col. 5:63-col. 6:17). Rosen and Williams are analogous art because 
they are both directed to software drivers distribution. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate the teaching of Williams into that of Rosen for the inclusion 
of downloading drivers that are compatible with the different target operating 
systems. And the motivation for doing so would have been to ensure that the 
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downloaded drivers support (i.e., compatible with) different languages/operating 
systems on the target computers (see at least Williams col.1 :22-55). 

Claim 40 

The rejection of base claim 39 is incorporated. Rosen (as modified by 
Henry) teaches the graphical user interface generation means further includes 
means adapted for generating a graphical user interface on the associated 
workstations, which graphical user interface includes data representative of an 
alternative software driver to the at least one available software driver, which 
alternative software driver is stored in the memory (see at least printers 402 and 
404, download updated printer drivers 414 paragraph [0038]); and the input 
means includes means adapted for receiving user input, via the graphical user 
interface, which user inputs directs loading of the alternative software driver to a 
storage area on the associated workstation (see at least 310 Fig. 3 & associated 
text). 

Claim 42 

The rejection of base claim 39 is incorporated. Rosen (as modified by 
Henry) further teaches comprising means adapted for initiating generation of the 
user interface upon a loading of the at least one of the plurality of available 
software drivers into the memory associated with the document processing 
controller (see at least paragraphs [0040]-[0041]; 502-510 Fig. 5 & associated 
text). 
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Claim 43 

The rejection of base claim 39 is incorporated. Rosen (as modified by 
Henry) further teaches wherein the document processing device includes a 
printing device, and wherein the software driver is comprised of a printer driver 
(see at least print engine 102, printer driver 114 Fig.l & associated text). 

Claim 44 

The rejection of base claim 43 is incorporated. Rosen (as modified by 
Henry) further teaches wherein the storage area includes at least one of a hard 
disk and non-volatile memory in data communication with the printing device (see 
at least hard disk drive, nonvolatile memory paragraphs [0027]-[0028]). 

Claim 45 

The rejection of base claim 43 is incorporated. Rosen further teaches 
wherein the means adapted for commencing transfer of the at least one of the 
plurality of software drivers to the storage area includes means adapted for 
commencing transfer automatically once the user selectively directs loading of 
the at least one of the plurality of software drivers to the associated storage area 
(see at least 312 Fig. 3 & associated text). 

Claims 47, 48, 50-53, 55-56, 58-62, 64-65, 67-71 



Application/Control Number: 09/970,134 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2192 

Claims recite limitations which have been addressed in claim 45, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons cited in claim 45. 

5. Claims 41 , 49, 57, and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rosen in view of Henry in view of Cantwell further in 
view of Murata (US 6247081 B1). 

Claim 41 

The rejection of base claim 40 is incorporated. Rosen, Henry, and 
Cantwell do not expressly disclose wherein the alternative software driver is one 
that was previously loaded on the software workstation so as to facilitate 
selective rollback to an earlier driver version. However, Murata teaches a system 
and method of installing device drivers, in which a previously loaded (i.e., 
installed) driver is re-installed so as to facilitate selective rollback to an earlier 
driver version (see at least Abstract; col. 10:55-65). Murata, Rosen and Henry 
are analogous art because they are directed to installation of device drivers. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teaching of Murata into that of Rosen and Henry for 
the inclusion of re-installing a previously installed driver version. And the 
motivation for doing so would have been to provide recovery from corrupted 
printer drivers, which are downloaded and installed (see at least Murata 
col.10:55-65). 
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Claims 49, 57, and 66 

Claims recite limitations which have been addressed in claim 41, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons cited in claim 41 . 

6. Claims 46, 54, 63, and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rosen in view of Henry in view of Cantwell further in 
view of Slivka et al. of record (US 6256668, hereinafter Slivka). 

Claim 46 

The rejection of base claim 43 is incorporated. Rosen, Henry, and 
Cantwell does not expressly disclose wherein the means adapted for 
commencing transfer of the at least one of the plurality of software drivers to the 
storage area includes means adapted for receiving user input to commence 
transfer once the user selectively directs loading of the at least one of the 
plurality of software drivers to the associated storage area (see at least col. 10:1- 
17). Slivka, Rosen and Henry are analogous art because they are directed to 
installation of software. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Slivka into that of 
Rosen and Henry for the inclusion of receiving user input to commence transfer. 
And the motivation for doing so would have been to provide a safety and security 
measure for the user computer (see at least Henry col. 10: 1-1 7). 



Claims 54, 63 and 72 
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Claims recite limitations which have been addressed in claims 45 and 46, 
therefore, are rejected for the same reasons cited in claims 45 and 46. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event 
a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final 
action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Chrystine Pham whose telephone 
number is 571-272-3702. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon-Fri, 8:30am-5pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on 571-272- 
3695. The fax phone number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




SUPERVISORY PATENT 



